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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 
Claim Objections 

Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 2, the phrase "at least one 
a computer system" is used and is assumed to be a typographical error. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim 24 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 24 is not a single sentence. 
Section 608.01 (m) requires that a claim consist of "a sentence" and that "Each claim begins with a capital 
letter and ends with a period. Periods may not be used elsewhere in the claims except for abbreviations." 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-2, 4-9, 11-12, 15, 17-19, 21-22, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kent (The Complete Idiot's Guide to the Internet). 

With respect to claim 1 , Kent discloses a method for sharing media data between application 
programs operating on at least one computer system, the computer system having a display and a data 
storage device (p. 267, line 1; p. 268, lines 7-8), said method comprising: 

(a) accessing, by a second application program, a data communication file provided by a first 
application program (p. 267, lines 1-2); 
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(b) producing a user interface on the display using data from the data communication file (p. 267, 
fig. 19.1); 

(c) receiving a user selection with respect to the user interface (p. 268, line 4); 

(d) identifying a media content file associated with the user selection (p. 268, line 4); and 

(e) associating a media content file identified by the user selection to the second application 
program (p. 268, lines 5-6). 

With respect to claim 2, Kent discloses that the data within the data communication file includes a 
link to the media content file (p. 268, line 4). 

With respect to claim 4, Kent discloses that said associating (e) comprises presenting the media 
content file at the computer system (p. 268, lines 5-6). 

With respect to claim 5, Kent discloses that said associating (e) comprises playing or displaying, 
within the second application program on the computer system, media content from the media content file 
(p. 268, lines 5-6). 

With respect to claim 6, Kent discloses that the user interface includes at least a menu of media 
items determined from data acquired from the data communication file provided by the first application 
program (p. 267, fig. 19.1). 

With respect to claim 7, Kent discloses that the user interface is produced by the second 
application program (p. 267, fig. 19.1). 

With respect to claim 8, Kent discloses that said method is performed by the second application 
program (p. 267, lines 1-2, fig. 19.1; p. 268, lines 4-6). 

With respect to claim 9, Kent discloses that the data communication file is a markup language 
document (p. 267, line 1). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Kent discloses that data within the data communication file pertains to 
media items managed by the first application program (p. 267, lines 1-2). 

With respect to claim 12, Kent discloses that the data within the data communication file includes 
at least media item properties and links to storage locations for media content files containing media 
content for the media items (p. 266, lines 20-25). 
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With respect to claim 15, Kent discloses a computer readable medium including at least computer 
program code for sharing media data between application programs operating on at least one a computer 
system, said computer readable medium comprising: 

computer program code for accessing, by a second application program, a data communication 
file provided by a first application program (p. 267, lines 1-2); 

computer program code for producing a user interface using data from the data communication 
file (p. 267, fig. 19.1); 

computer program code for receiving a user selection with respect to the user interface (p. 268, 

line 4); 

computer program code for identifying a media content file associated with the user selection (p. 
268, line 4); and 

computer program code for associating a media content file identified by the user selection to the 
second application program (p. 268, lines 5-6). 

With respect to claim 17, Kent discloses that said computer program code for associating 
comprises presenting the media content file at the computer system (p. 268, lines 5-6). 

With respect to claim 18, Kent discloses that the user interface includes at least a list of media 
items determined from data acquired from the data communication file provided by the first application 
program (p. 267, fig. 19.1). 

With respect to claim 19, Kent discloses that the data communication file is a markup language 
document (p. 267, line 1). 

With respect to claim 21 , Kent discloses that data within the data communication file pertains to 
media items managed by the first application program (p. 267, lines 1-2). 

With respect to claim 22, Kent discloses that the data within the data communication file includes 
at least media item properties and links to storage locations for media content files containing media 
content for the media items (p. 266, lines 20-25). 

With respect to claim 26, Kent discloses that the data communication file is stored on the first 
computer system, the second computer system, or another computer system (p. 267, lines 1-2). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claims 3, 13-14, 16, 23-25, 27-31, and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kent in view of Griner (6,614,729). 

With respect to claim 3, Kent discloses that the media content file is useable by the user's 
browser (p. 268, lines 5-6), however Kent does not expressly disclose that the media content file is stored 
in the data storage device by the first application program. 

Griner teaches that it is known that an application can create and save media files in a directory 
(col. 6, lines 53-58). 

Kent and Griner are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
utilizing electronic audio files. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a 
computer serving media files over FTP could have an application capable of creating and saving the 
media files. 

\ The motivation for this arrangement would have been to allow the user of the computer serving 

media files over FTP to be able to create his or her own media files. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kent with Griner for the benefit of user created 
content to obtain the invention as specified in claim 3. 

With respect to claim 13, Kent does not expressly disclose that said producing (b), said receiving 
(c), said identifying (d) and said associating (e) are each able to be performed regardless of whether the 
first application program is being executed by the computer system. 
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Griner teaches that it is known that an application can create and save media files in a directory 
(col. 6, lines 53-58). 

Kent and Griner are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
utilizing electronic audio files. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a 
computer serving media files over FTP could have an application capable of creating and saving the 
media files. One of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that once a file is created and saved by an 
application, that application does not have to be running on the computer in order for that file to be 
transmitted to another computer. 

The motivation for this arrangement would have been to allow the user of the computer serving 
media files over FTP to be able to create his or her own media files and allow them to be transmitted to 
other computers. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kent with Griner for the benefit of transmitting 
user created content to obtain the invention as specified in claim 13. 

With respect to claim 14, Kent discloses that the user's application program is an image or video 
manager and viewer (p. 267, fig. 19.1), however Kent does not expressly disclose that said first 
application program is a music manager and player. 

Griner teaches an audio editing program that is capable of creating audio files and saving them in 
a specified location (col. 6, lines 53-58). 

Kent and Griner are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
utilizing electronic audio files. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a 
computer serving media files over FTP could have an application capable of creating and saving the 
media files. 

The motivation for this arrangement would have been to allow the user of the computer serving 
media files over FTP to be able to create his or her own media files. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kent with Griner for the benefit of user created 
content to obtain the invention as specified in claim 14. 

With respect to claim 16, Kent discloses that the data within the data communication file includes 
a link to the media content file (p. 268, line 4) and that the media content file is useable by the second 
application program (p. 268, lines 5-6). 

Kent does not expressly disclose that the media content file is stored by the first application 
program. 

Griner teaches that it is known that an application can create and save media files in a directory 
(col. 6, lines 53-58). 

Kent and Griner are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
utilizing electronic audio files. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a 
computer serving media files over FTP could have an application capable of creating and saving the 
media files. 

The motivation for this arrangement would have been to allow the user of the computer serving 
media files over FTP to be able to create his or her own media files. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kent with Griner for the benefit of user created 
content to obtain the invention as specified in claim 16. 

With respect to claim 23, Kent discloses that said computer program code for producing, said 
computer program code for receiving, said computer program code for identifying and said computer 
program code for associating are part of the second application program (p. 267, lines 1-2, fig. 19.1; p. 
268, lines 4-6). 

Kent does not expressly disclose that each of the above are able to be performed regardless of 
whether the first application program is being executed by the computer system. 

Griner teaches that it is known that an application can create and save media files in a directory 
(col. 6, lines 53-58). 
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Kent and Griner are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
utilizing electronic audio files. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a 
computer serving media files over FTP could have an application capable of creating and saving the 
media files. One of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that once a file is created and saved by an 
application, that application does not have to be running on the computer in order for that file to be 
transmitted to another computer. 

The motivation for this arrangement would have been to allow the user of the computer serving 
media files over FTP to be able to create his or her own media files and allow them to be transmitted to 
other computers. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kent with Griner for the benefit of transmitting 
user created content to obtain the invention as specified in claim 23. 

With respect to claim 24, Kent discloses that the user's application program is an image or video 
manager and viewer (p. 267, fig. 19.1). Kent also discloses that the data communication file is stored on 
any of a first application program, a second application program, or a third application program 9p. 267, 
lines 1-2). 

Kent does not expressly disclose that said first application program is a music manager and 

player. 

Griner teaches an audio editing program that is capable of creating audio files and saving them in 
a specified location (col. 6, lines 53-58). 

Kent and Griner are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
utilizing electronic audio files. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a 
computer serving media files over FTP could have an application capable of creating and saving the 
media files. 

The motivation for this arrangement would have been to allow the user of the computer serving 
media files over FTP to be able to create his or her own media files. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kent with Griner for the benefit of user created 
content to obtain the invention as specified in claim 24. 

With respect to claim 25, Kent discloses that the user's application program executes on the 
user's computer to obtain files from a separate computer (p. 263, lines 10-11; p. 267, fig. 19.1), however 
Kent does not expressly disclose a first application program that executes on a first computer system. 

Griner teaches that it is known that an application can create and save media files in a directory 
(col. 6, lines 53-58). 

Kent and Griner are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
utilizing electronic audio files. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a 
computer serving media files over FTP could have an application capable of creating and saving the 
media files. 

The motivation for this arrangement would have been to allow the user of the computer serving 
media files over FTP to be able to create his or her own media files. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kent with Griner for the benefit of user created 
content to obtain the invention as specified in claim 25. 

With respect to claim 27, Kent discloses a computer that has stored thereon a plurality of files 
pertaining to media items (p, 263, lines 5-7) and a communication file that includes at least a portion of 
the media information of the stored media files (p. 265, lines 25-26; p. 267, lines 1-2). Kent also discloses 
a data storage device that stores the communication file and a media content file for each of a plurality of 
media items (p. 263, lines 5-7; a server must have a storage device in order to store media content files), 
and an application program that presents a user interface using at least a portion of the media information 
acquired from the communication file (p. 267, fig. 19.1). 

Kent does not expressly disclose a first application program that creates and saves the plurality of 
files pertaining to media items. 

Griner discloses that it is known that an application can create and save media files in a directory 
(col. 6, lines 53-58). 
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Kent and Griner are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
utilizing electronic audio files. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a 
computer serving media files over FTP could have an application capable of creating and saving the 
media files. 

The motivation for this arrangement would have been to allow the user of the computer serving 
media files over FTP to be able to create his or her own media files. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kent with Griner for the benefit of user created 
content to obtain the invention as specified in claim 27. 

With respect to claim 28, Kent further discloses that said second application program receives a 
user selection with respect to the user interface, thereby selecting at least one media item (p. 268, line 4). 

With respect to claim 29, Kent further discloses that said second application program plays or 
displays media content from the media content file for the selected media item (p. 268, lines 5-6). 

With respect to claim 30, Kent further discloses that said second application program makes use 
of the media information from the communication file or media content from the media content file for the 
selected media item (p. 268, lines 5-6). 

With respect to claim 31 , Kent further discloses that the communication file is a markup language 
document (p. 267, lines 1-2). 

With respect to claim 33, Kent further discloses that the user interface includes at least a list of 
certain of the media items affiliated with the first media database (p. 267, lines 1-2, fig. 19.1). 

With respect to claim 34, Kent further discloses that the list is a menu (p. 267, fig. 19.1). 

With respect to claim 35, Kent further discloses that said data storage device further stores data 
forming the first media database (p. 263, lines 5-7). 

Claims 10 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kent in view of 
Book (2003/0223566). 
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With respect to claims 10 and 20, Kent does not expressly disclose that the markup language 
document is an XML document. 

Book teaches that XML can be used to create a web page (par. 88, line 11). 

Kent and Book are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of computing 
systems. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that Kent's 
web page could be written in XML, as taught by Book. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
enable Kent's invention to take advantage of the human readable tags that XML provides. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Book with Kent for the benefit of human 
readable tags to obtain the inventions as specified in claims 10 and 20. 

Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kent in view of Griner as 
applied to claim 27 above, and further in view of Book. 

Kent and Griner do not expressly disclose that the markup language document is an XML 
document. 

Book teaches that XML can be used to create a web page (par. 88, line 11). 
Kent, Griner, and Book are analogous art because they are all from the same field of endeavor of 
computing systems. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that Kent's 
web page could be written in XML, as taught by Book. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
enable Kent's invention to take advantage of the human readable tags that XML provides. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Book with Kent and Griner for the benefit of 
human readable tags to obtain the invention as specified in claim 32. 

Claims 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kent in view of 
Griner as applied to claim 27 above, and further in view of Kronick (Netscape Navigator). 
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With respect to claims 36 and 37, Kent and Griner do not expressly disclose that said first 
application program updates the communication file whenever the first media database is updated or 
changed. 

Kronick teaches that pressing reload in a browser will update the markup language file to include 
any changes or updates to the page (p. 112, lines 1-7). 

Kent, Griner, and Kronick are analogous art because they are all from the same field of endeavor 
of computing systems. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art that if a 
user of Kent's invention were to press the browser's reload button, an updated list of the files available on 
the FTP server would appear in the browser window. The motivation behind this would have been to 
enable the user to be sure that he or she is viewing the most up-to-date list of files available. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Kronick with Kent and Griner for the benefit of 
up-to-date information to obtain the inventions as specified in claims 36 and 37. 

Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kent in view of Griner as 
applied to claim 27 above, and further in view of Buswell (6,836,885). 

Kent and Griner do not expressly disclose that said first application program updates the 
communication file when a user interface window associated with the first application program is context 
switched into a foreground position. 

Buswell teaches that it is known to refresh the information in a window when the window is 
switched to the foreground (col. 4, lines 15-17). 

Kent, Griner, and Buswell are analogous art because they are all from the same field of endeavor 
of computing systems. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow 
Kent's invention to update the file list information in the browser window when the window is switched to 
the foreground, as taught by Buswell. 
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The motivation for doing would have been to enable the user to be sure that he or she is viewing 
the most up-to-date list of files available. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Buswell with Kent and Griner for the benefit of 
up-to-date information to obtain the invention as specified in claims 38. 

BEATRIZ PRIETO 
PRIMARY EXAMINE 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Andrea Hollar whose telephone number is 571-272-5862. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jack 
Harvey can be reached on 571-272-3896. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 

Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 

either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 

Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 

at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). y /I „ 

'BEATRIZPRIETO 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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